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participant.		Ninety-five	students	consented	to	participate	and	received	a	$20	e-gift	card	via	email	upon	consent.		See	Table	1	for	demographic	characteristics	of	the	sample.		The	Joint	Faculty	Research	Ethics	Board	(JFREB)	at	the	University	of	Manitoba	approved	this	study.	Table	1	
Participant	Demographics	Variable		 Study	1	(n	=	95)	%	 		 Study	2	(n	=	90)	%	Gender	 Female	 57.9	 	 20.0		 Male	 36.8	 	 66.7	Age	 n	 89	 	 81	Age	(years)	 Mean	(SD)	 24.1	(4.7)	 		 15.3	(1.5)			 Range	 17	-	32	 		 12.8	-	17.9	Grade	level	 8	 	 	 27.8		 10	 11.6	 	 15.6		 11	 18.9	 	 46.7		 12	 45.3	 	 		 alternative	education	centre	 17.9	 	 	Average	grade	 50-59%	 1.1	 		 	-		 60-69%	 6.3	 	 1.1		 70-79%	 29.4	 	 3.3		 80-89%	 32.6	 	 34.4		 90-100%	 25.3	 	 47.8	First	language	 English	 88.4	 		 61.1			 Other	 6.3	 		 	28.9	Location	of	primary	and	secondary	school	education	 Canada	 93.7	 	 83.3	Outside	of	Canada	 1.1	 	 6.7	Planning	to	pursue	post-secondary	education	 93.7	 		 84.4	
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1 Our original intention was to compare the effectiveness of the two tutorials; however, this was not feasible given 
the nature of the data collection as described in the results section. 
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	 	 Study	1a	 	 Study	2	
Academic	Integrity	Violation	
	 17-20-year-olds	(n	=	28)	(%)	 21-27-year-olds	(n	=	31)	(%)	 28-32-year-olds	(n	=	30)	(%)	
	 12.8-17.9-year-olds	(n	=	90)		(%)	
Overall	Cheating	Rates	 	 78.6	 38.7	 16.7	 	 95.6	
Serious	Test	Cheating	 	 28.6	 25.8	 10.0	 	 62.1	Copying	from	another	student	during	a	test	with	his	or	her	knowledge	 	 25.0	 22.6	 6.7	 	 42.0	Helping	someone	else	cheat	on	a	test	 	 21.5	 22.6	 6.7	 	 29.3	Using	prohibited	crib	notes	or	cheat	sheets	during	a	test	 	 21.5	 19.3	 10.0	 	 14.8	Copying	from	another	student	during	a	test	without	their	knowledge	 	 21.4	 9.7	 6.7	 	 39.8	
Serious	Cheating	in	Written	Work	 	 46.4	 29.0	 16.7	 	 	77.0	Copying	a	few	sentences	of	material	from	an	internet	source	without	citing	it	 	 35.7	 16.1	 10.0	 	 60.0	Turning	in	a	paper	copied	from	another	student	 	 17.8	 3.2	 10.0	 	 12.4	Copying	a	few	sentences	of	material	from	 	 28.5	 6.4	 10.0	 	 50.0	
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a	written	source	without	citing	it	Turning	in	work	done	by	someone	else	 	 21.4	 12.9	 6.7	 	 7.8	Fabricating	or	falsifying	a	bibliography	or	reference	list	 	 28.5	 3.2	 6.7	 	 24.4	Turning	in	a	paper	obtained	in	large	part	from	a	term	paper	"mill"	or	website	that	did	charge	a	fee	 	 17.9	 0	 10.0	 	 5.6	Copying	materials	almost	word	for	word	from	a	written	source	and	turning	it	in	as	your	own	 	 14.3	 3.2	 6.7	 	 35.6	Turning	in	a	paper	obtained	in	large	part	from	a	term	paper	"mill"	or	website	that	did	not	charge	a	fee	 	 10.7	 0	 10.0	 	 10.1	
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Table 3 
Correlations between the Degree of Shifts in Perception of the Seriousness of Academic Integrity Violations and Individual 
Difference Factors 
 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
1 Degree of perception shifts -            
2 Children’s Social Desirability 
Scale (CSD-S) .31** -           
3 Cheating Index -.81** 
-
.42** -          
Approaches to Learning 
4 Surface learning -.20 -.17 .24* -         
5 Deep learning .27* .28* -.27* -.01 -        
Motivated Strategies for Learning Questionnaire (MSLQ) 
6 MSLQ – Self-efficacy .20 .04 -.17 .13 .34** -       
7 MSLQ – Help seeking .16 .05 -.04 -.01 .15 .21 -      
8 MSLQ – Peer learning .21 .08 -.09 -.30 .26* .38** .46** -     
Big Five Inventory – 10 items (BFI-10) 
9 Openness to experience -.05 .09 -.04 .02 .21 .12 .36** .18 -    
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